Public acceptance of smoke from wild,
prescribed, and private-use fire
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State of the Forests
— Fire suppression
— Fuel accumulation
— Fuel reduction methods

Smoke and Air quality

Shasta Dam, California J
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Methods

e Phase I: Interviews-informed
questionnaire

* Phase 2: Modified Dillman
approach survey

— 4800 sent in the first mailing wave
— Response rates 13-33%
— Non-response bias check
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* m=61 years old

e 58% Male
* 88% white/Caucasian
* Middle class ($40,000-60,000)
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How do you define it?

e Compare alternatives -
select favorable ones

~* Affective and cognitive

‘ Why does it matter?
* Public management

Lead to better agency-public
relations

Less time/money fighting the
public
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* Smoke source influences acceptance
e Can people tell where the smoke is coming from?

When | notice smoke, | can

usually figure out it's source
Disagree
14%

Neutral
15%
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Smoke Acceptability of Different Origins
B Agree M Disagree M Neutral

Wildfire being 69 1 1 1 6

supressed

55 25 19

Prescribed fire

Smoke Origin

50 24 22

Agricultural burn-

Naturally-ignited fire 50 27 20

Vegetation debris 48 30 21
pile

Private land refuse 46 31 Y.
burn

% Respondents that agree smoke is acceptable
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73% attended at least some college

m=61 years old

m= 5 sources were used to gather smoke info

57% agree fire type influences acceptance of smoke

50% experienced >3 smoke impacts

78% >moderate ratings for agencies to manage smoke

77% perceived smoke risk to be relatively low (24/49)

75% agree with benefits of prescribed fire



Age NEG* NEG*
Pos* Pos** Pos*
NEG* NEG** NEG** NEG**
 ® [ on | oo | om lom

**p < .001
*n < .05
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Summary

Perceived smoke risk

Agency confidence
Education and demographics
Prescribed fire model

Other factors?
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Conclusion _. --
Increasing smoke acceptance
& N EXt i What to focus on?
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W . ° Further statistical analysis
eaa Wl * Longitudinal panel study
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